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sure my colleagues and I are united in
the effort to see that good things hap-
pen as a result of the passage of the
Choice Act in 2014.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Wisconsin.

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY FUNDING

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, it is
no secret we are living in dangerous
times and that we face a variety of
threats. We face the threat of ISIL, a
barbaric and despicable terrorist orga-
nization. We face threats to the secu-
rity of our personal information both
online and in our daily life. We still
face threats from Al Qaeda and rogue
nations such as North Korea. With all
of these ongoing threats to our Nation
and its citizens, shouldn’t our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
want to work together in a bipartisan
manner in order to fund the govern-
ment agency responsible for protecting
us from those threats?

Evidently they do not. Instead, they
are playing a partisan game while
threatening to shut down the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. They are
playing politics with our homeland se-
curity. The vote the Senate just took
relates to a bill that put partisan poli-
tics ahead of our national security
while also needlessly creating another
manufactured budget crisis, and that is
why I voted no.

I understand our Republican col-
leagues have concerns about the Presi-
dent’s Executive actions on immigra-
tion, and I believe there is a time and
place for this body to debate those
issues, as we have in the past and we
must in the future. But to jeopardize
our Nation’s security by playing poli-
tics with this vital funding measure is
extremely disappointing.

I would actually like to remind our
colleagues that the President’s actions
on immigration reform devote even
more resources to securing our South-
west border and to deporting felons,
not families, and identifying threats to
our national security.

The President’s Executive action on
immigration also provides certain un-
documented immigrants temporary re-
lief, after background checks and other
security measures are passed, bringing
families out of the shadows so they can
work and pay taxes like everyone else.

I remain committed to finishing the
job on bipartisan and comprehensive
immigration reform here in Congress,
but until we can achieve that goal, I
support the President Kkeeping his
promise to take action and do what he
legally can to fix our broken system.
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Consistent with the actions by pre-
vious Presidents of both parties, Presi-
dent Obama is right to follow in the
footsteps of every President since Hi-
senhower to address as much of this
problem as he can through Executive
action. The status quo is simply unac-
ceptable.

In fact, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice—also known as the nonpartisan
scorekeeper—recently found that in-
cluding a reversal of these Executive
orders in the homeland security fund-
ing bill would actually increase our
deficit.

Instead of attaching these trans-
parent attacks on the President, the
Congress should pass a clean, straight-
forward, bipartisan bill. And there is
such a bill. That bill was previously ne-
gotiated and it was just introduced by
the vice chairwoman of the Committee
on Appropriations, BARBARA MIKULSKI,
and the ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Homeland Security, Sen-
ator SHAHEEN.

As a new member of the Sub-
committee on Homeland Security of
the Committee on Appropriations, I am
a strong supporter of the Mikulski-
Shaheen bill because it would fund pro-
grams that are critical to our Nation
and to my home State of Wisconsin.
Their straightforward funding bill
funds essential Departments such as
the Coast Guard, which keeps the
Great Lakes safe and open for business;
and it funds FEMA grants, which have
helped communities in western Wis-
consin, for example, plan and prepare
for floods; and it funds fire grants that
help rural fire departments with equip-
ment they could never afford through
the proceeds of annual pancake break-
fasts. These are critical assets that my
constituents rely on, and putting them
at risk is simply irresponsible.

It is time for our colleagues to drop
this dangerous political stunt and to
join with Democrats to pass a bipar-
tisan bill that gives the Department of
Homeland Security the resources it
needs to keep Americans safe.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

HEALTH CARE

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, today
the House of Representatives held yet
another vote—I think they are maybe
up to 50-some—to repeal the Affordable
Care Act, showing once again their ob-
jective is to dismantle the health care
law. House Republicans voted to repeal
the law. They like to say ‘‘repeal and
replace,”” but the ‘‘replace’” doesn’t
ever really quite come forward.

Think what that would be like. It
would take us back to the day when
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children with preexisting conditions
such as cancer or asthma could be
turned away from health coverage. Let
me illustrate.

Several months ago a couple came to
my coffee, which I hold every Thursday
when the Senate is in session. It is
open to anyone from Ohio who wants to
stop in. A woman came from Cin-
cinnati. She lives in one of the most
conservative parts of the State. We
talked for a few minutes about home
schooling and her desire to be able to
get some support from the Federal
Government in a variety of different
ways for home schooling.

Then she said: I want to thank you
for the Affordable Care Act.

I said: Certainly. I was proud to sup-
port it.

She said: You see, my son—and she
pointed across the room. He was about
15. He was diagnosed with diabetes
when he was 7 or 8 years old.

She hesitated. She said: I counted
them, 33 times, we were turned down
for health insurance because of his pre-
existing condition. We signed up last
week for the Affordable Care Act.

So if the House’s effort to repeal the
Affordable Care Act had come to the
Senate and become law, someone would
have to explain to her why she loses
her health care. Again, if this is re-
pealed, insurers could place lifetime or
annual caps on health coverage. We
know that tens of thousands of people
in this country have gotten sick and
their insurance has been cancelled be-
cause their insurance was so expensive.
That is prohibited under the Affordable
Care Act. That would be back if we re-
pealed the Affordable Care Act.

Seniors were forced to pay huge out-
of-pocket costs when they hit the gap
in prescription drug coverage known as
the doughnut hole.

A decade ago, when I was a Member
of the House of Representatives, 1
voted against that Medicare plan in
part because it had this huge gap in
coverage. So if you have an illness or a
series of illnesses and buy a lot of pre-
scription drugs, between the second
thousandth dollar and the fifth thou-
sandth dollar, there is a gap in cov-
erage. In other words, you continue to
pay the premiums for prescription drug
coverage but get no assistance from
the government. Under the Affordable
Care Act, we have closed that gap. We
have already cut it better than half,
and over the next 3 or 4 years it will be
eliminated entirely. We know the Af-
fordable Care Act is working.

In my State, 100,000 young Ohioans, a
little older than these pages, between
the ages of 18 and 26, are on their par-
ents’ health insurance plans right now.
They would be dropped from that cov-
erage if the Affordable Care Act were
repealed.

Ohio seniors have saved $65 million in
prescription drug costs by the closing
of the coverage gap, the so-called
doughnut hole. Those savings would
end. Those with preexisting conditions
would no longer be covered or would be
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charged higher premiums, and 700,000
Ohioans—people in my State—now
have health insurance they did not
have b5 years ago.

So if we repeal the Affordable Care
Act, somebody has to explain to those
700,000 people why they no longer have
insurance, why those 100,000 young peo-
ple are getting dropped from coverage;
those families like the woman’s who
would lose her insurance because her
child has a preexisting condition, and
all the consumer protections the Af-
fordable Care Act has been part of.

Last month I spoke with Charles
McClinon, a Cincinnati resident who
suffered from severe epilepsy and, as a
result, was unable to work. After Ohio
chose to expand Medicaid—and I give
Republican Governor Kasich credit for
that—Mr. McClinon qualified for
health care coverage and was able to
schedule surgery. Thanks to this life-
saving coverage, he has returned to
work.

Isn’t that what we want? If people
are ill, injured, sick, don’t we want to
take care of them so they can return to
work? Mr. McClinon never wanted to
miss work, but he had to. Because of
the expansion of Medicaid, because of
the Affordable Care Act passed by a
Democratic Senate, signed by a Demo-
cratic President, because of a Repub-
lican Governor in Ohio expanding Med-
icaid, unlike Republican Governors in
many States, people such as Charles
McClinon can now go back to work and
live a healthier, more productive life
and pay taxes.

Since its creation in 1965, Medicaid
has been a joint Federal and State pro-
gram, providing free or low-cost health
coverage to qualified individuals. One
of the key components of the Afford-
able Care Act expanded both the eligi-
bility and the Federal funding for Med-
icaid. States were given the oppor-
tunity to expand Medicaid to individ-
uals with incomes of up to 130 percent
of the Federal poverty level. Many peo-
ple on Medicaid who are now on the ex-
panded Medicaid in Ohio and Kentucky
and many other States hold jobs, just
like the parents of the 130,000 Ohio
children who now have insurance be-
cause of the Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program. Their parents are work-
ing at places such as Walmart and
McDonald’s, making $8, $9, $10 an hour.
Those companies generally don’t pro-
vide health insurance and don’t pay
wages high enough to be able to buy
health insurance.

What kind of society do we want to
be? Where people are working every bit
as hard as all of us as U.S. Senators
work, with very little compensation,
without health insurance, generally
without pensions?

Do we want to say: Well, we don’t
care about you? If you weren’t smart
enough, if you weren’t educated
enough, if you weren’t smart enough to
get a good-paying job with insurance,
then we are going to turn our backs on
you? Of course we are not that kind of
society. That is what the Affordable
Care Act is about.
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The expansion of Medicaid has saved
Ohio about $350 million. It also helped
Ohioans who already have insurance.
When people lack health insurance,
someone has to pay for their care.

The Presiding Officer’s State of Colo-
rado is not much different, just smaller
dollar amounts because it is a smaller
State. But Ohioans spend over $2 bil-
lion on care for people who can’t pay.
It is a hidden tax on the insured esti-
mated to be about $1,000 a year per in-
sured family.

So prior to the Affordable Care Act,
somebody who went to a hospital in
Denver, Cleveland, Dayton or Colorado
Springs or Pueblo or Youngstown—be-
cause those without insurance would
go to hospitals and get care; that is
what we do; we take care of people if
they show up in an emergency room—
because they were not paying, because
they were low income, they were unem-
ployed, and they had no insurance, the
cost of their treatment got shifted onto
those of us with insurance. Economists
say pretty much everybody pays about
$1,000 additional for their health insur-
ance because of the problems of the un-
insured. So when we expand Medicaid,
when we pass the Affordable Care Act,
when we get people into the health ex-
changes, it means we are not charging
people that $1,000 hidden tax, so it is a
savings to those of us with insurance.
Ultimately it is better for taxpayers,
ultimately it is better for our health
care system, and ultimately, most im-
portantly, it is better for a healthier
society.

We should be helping Ohioans gain
health care, not cutting them off. That
is the importance of expanding Med-
icaid.

I urge the Ohio legislature to work
with the Governor to include Medicaid
expansion in the budget. I urge my col-
leagues here in this Chamber to end
their grandstanding attacks on a law
that is helping Americans such as
Charles McClinon get the care they
need. It helped him go back to work. It
will help others live more healthy
lives. It will help all our communities.
We should be helping Ohioans gain
health care, not cutting them off.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2015—MOTION TO PROCEED—Con-
tinued

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
call for the regular order with respect
to the motion to proceed to H.R. 240.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is pending.
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CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
send a cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to H.R. 240, making appro-
priations for the Department of Homeland
Security for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2015.

Mitch McConnell, Thad Cochran, Tom
Cotton, Roger F. Wicker, David Vitter,
Jerry Moran, Daniel Coats, Michael B.
Enzi, Mike Crapo, Bill Cassidy, John

Boozman, John Thune, Tim Scott,
John Hoeven, James Lankford, Jeff
Sessions.

————

MORNING BUSINESS

CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL
CEREMONY HONORING 1ST SPE-
CIAL SERVICE FORCE, THE
“DEVIL’S BRIGADE”

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
today I had the honor of addressing the
legendary World War II-era lst Special
Service Force, a joint American-Cana-
dian special forces military unit called
the Devil’s Brigade, on the occasion of
the surviving members of that elite
unit receiving the Congressional Gold
Medal. I ask for unanimous consent
that my remarks be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Sometimes, truth can be more impressive
than fiction.

When it comes to the heroes we honor
today, that’s certainly the case.

Members of the elite ‘‘Devil’s Brigade’ ex-
celled in rock-climbing and amphibious as-
sault.

They advanced on skis and through the air.
They survived by stealth, and trained in
demolitions.

Some of their more daring mission plans
would’ve made James Bond blush.

And through it all, they helped save a con-
tinent in chaos. They helped defeat some of
the greatest menaces our world has known.

But this isn’t just some Hollywood script.
It’s a true story about a fearless group of
young Canadians and Americans—including
many Kentuckians—who were willing to put
their lives on the line in the truest sense of
the term.

Some probably did it to protect neighbors
and families. Others to defend cherished
democratic ideals. Many likely fought for all
these reasons.

And they volunteered for this danger.
Here’s how the force’s recruiting slogan read:

Vigorous training.
Hazardous duty.
For those who measure up, get into the war
quick.
Typical Madison Avenue spin, this was not.
But it was honest.
The fighting could be fierce. Conditions
could be awful. The missions, seemingly im-
possible.
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